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THE BRIDE’S BATH. 


What is the Church of God? A special body of 
the saved, the description of which and of its privileges 
is given at large in the Epistle to the Ephesians. 
Israel was God’s earthly people, called with an earthly 
calling; to be blessed, upon their obedience, with all 
fleshly blessings in the chief land of earth. But 
when Messiah, their Deliverer, came, they rejected 
Him, and slew Him. When, in the patience of God, 
the Holy Ghost came down with miracle and prophecy 
to testify to Jesus as the risen Christ foretold by the 
prophets, Israel still refused to listen ; and stoned 
Stephen, by whose words of inspiration God called on 
them to repent. 

How had not Satan herein won a decisive victory 
against the Most High ? Had he not falsified the 
glorious pictures given by the Old Testament prophets? 
To the angels themselves on high it must have seemed 
so at the first glance. But no ! This astonishing crisis 
only served to develop at length to their eyes the 
1 greatly-varied ’ wisdom of God. It served as the fitting 
opportunity to draw out of God’s bosom a secret which 
from eternity had lain hid there ; and which was then 
specially revealed to a witness raised up after Stephen’s 
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martyrdom, and after Jerusalem’s rejection, as ‘the city 
of murderers.’ 

Then God began to callout a “new man,” a heavenly 
body rejected by the earth, but accepted by God on 
High. Then the Father began to disclose His purpose 
to glorify His Son with a new glory. Israel’s prophets 
foretold 4 the traceable riches ’ of Messiah — His glory 
as Son of Man, Son of Abraham, and Son of David, on 
the earth. But the Most High had destined for Messiah 
f untraceable riches, 7 * not revealed to Israel's prophets. 
He designed to give Him a heavenly people partakers 
of His rejection, while earth was refusing Him ; 
to be also partakers of His glory hereafter. He intended 
to frame for Him a mystic and heavenly body, consisting 
of elect ones chosen from all eternity to be spiritually 
knit to Christ, the Eisen Head. The Holy Ghost was 
sent down, and still abides on earth, to gather out the 
members of this mystic body ; and to knit them to one 
another and to their Head on high. This body could 
not begin to be till after Israel’s rejection by God, and the 
Law’s setting aside. For that middle wall of partition 
set aside the Gentile as unclean, and severed between 
the flesh of Abraham, and all other flesh on earth. 
But the crucifixion of Jesus under the Law’s curse 
paralyzed the Law. And now the framing of the new 
man, in spirit raised from the dead, and exalted to heaven 
in Christ, is that work of God which is at this day going 
on through the Holy Ghost descended to earth. 

Jesus is the new man, the second Adam, to whom 
the kingdom of glory belongs — a kingdom over earth 
and heaven. And the Church of Christ is the new 
Eve, object of the chief affections of the Son of God. 
Her place as the Bride of Christ is altogether special 
and peculiar. For her the Son surrendered Himself to 
law’s curse and to death. When the foes of the Lord 
came upon Him in the garden He allowed them to take 


* Ave£t xvaoTov ttXovtov : Epll. iii. 
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Himself, but only on the condition that His beloved 
ones should therefore go free. He was made a curse 
for them, that they might be blessed through Him. 
Supreme is this love of Christ ! 

In the midst of this Epistle occurs a passage, which, 
while showing to Christian husbands and wives how 
to behave towards each other, introduces new views 
of the relation between Christ and the Church ; and 
of His plans towards her : v. 25 — 32. 

a Husbands, love your wives, even as the Christ also loved 
the Church, and gave himself up for her, that he might 
sanctify her , having purified her with the bathing of the 
water with the word,* that he might himself present to him- 
self the church, not having spot or wrinkle or any such thing, 
but that it should be holy and without blemish.” ( Greek.) 

The words found in our version — “that he might 
sanctify and cleanse it with the washing of water by the 
word ” — have proved a difficulty to many, and great 
have been the differences of opinion about their mean- 
ing. The view of them held by some students of 
Scripture in our day seems to me not the true one. 
Accordingly I propose, with the Spirit’s help, to inves- 
tigate the sense of the passage. 

First, then, 

What is the Cleansing spoken of? 

Many interpret the words as though they signified — 
‘The Word of God is the mystic water in which , as 
in an element, the church is washed and cleansed 
This has probably arisen from finding a part of the idea 
suggested by the words of the Established Version. 
ISTo doubt Paul might have written such a sentiment ; 
but if so, it must, in the original, have been expressed in 
other words. Those he has employed do not contain 
such a meaning ; but one very different. 


T XovTpcf) rov vtiaros ev prjfiaTi. 
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Let me state some of the objections to the above 
interpretation. 

1. Why, on such a view, does 6 water 7 occur at all? 
The bathing in the W T ord of God, as an element, is 
intelligible. But ‘ the washing of water by the word’ 
confounds us. 

2. The Word of God> specially considered as an 
outward application or bath , is not said to cleanse . 
The blood of Christ and literal water are. 

Water is the appointed element of cleansing in the Old 
Testament and the New alike. “ He shall bathe his 
flesh in water , and he shall be clean : ” Lev. xiv, 9 ; 
xv, 13; xvii, 15. “Your hands are full of blood. 
Bathe yourselves , make you clean:” Isa. i, 1 — 16; 
Acts ii, 38. “ Arise and be baptized and wash away 

thy sins :” Acts xxii, 16. “Let us draw near with a 
true heart in full assurance of faith, having the heart 
sprinkled from an evil conscience, and the body bathed 
in pure water ; ” (Greek) Heb. x, 22; John ii, 6; 
1 Cor. vi, 11; 2 Peter i, 9. 

1 But Jesus says — “Now are ye clean through the 
word which I have spoken unto you : ” 5 John xv, 3. 

It should have been rendered, as it is by Alford and 
Rotherham, — “ Already ye are clean by reason of the 
word which I have spoken unto you.” Jesus, then, 
is referring back to what is narrated in a previous 
chapter. He had told Peter, that one who was bathed 
needed only to have his feet washed , and was then 
clean all over : John xiii, 10. Now the disciples had 
both been baptized, and had had their feet washed. 
Of them, therefore, it was true that they were clean. 
Jesus’ testimony has established their cleanness. But 
they were not cleansed by means of the word , but by 
means of the water. 

‘But another Scripture says — “Sanctify them through 
thy truth ; thy word is truth : ” 7 John xvii, 17. 

Here a different word is used. It is not “ cleanse,” 
but “ sanctify ; ” and it is not “ by means of,” but “in.” 
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3. I object again another point to the theory stated 
in page 5. The first principle of true interpre- 
tation is, Try the literal first. Only if that fails to 
give a good sense, may you resort to figure. 

Do we then obtain a good sense, if we take both the 
“bath” and the “water” literally 1 ? We do. Then 
Paul is referring to literal immersion in water, as God’s 
rite of visibly cleansing believers. That then is the 
true sense. Then mystic washing and mystic water 
must be set aside. 

4. In this instance there is additional evidence against 
the interpretation I am combating. The article is 
found in the Greek before both “washing” and “water.” 

Then it is as if the apostle had said — 6 Christ 
cleanses the church by the well-known bath of the 
well-known water.’ Now the use of literal water in 
baptism has in all ages been well-known in the church. 
Mystic bathing in mystic water is a proceeding 
not well-known. Then the apostle is referring to 
literal baptism, and not to some supposed figurative 
washing. 

5. The omission by our version of the article before 
“ water,” has given tccasion to the interpretation now 
combated. Its insertion at once overthrows, it. The 
apostle is not speaking of “ water ” in general, but of 
its special use in the church. 

6. The position of the two words “water” and 
u word ” respectively, adds another argument. If the 
sense had been — ‘The bathing in the word, which is 
represented by water,’* — the word would have come 
first , as being the element in which the church was 
cleansed. But now the water comes first, because 
it is really the element of cleansing. “ The word ” 
occupies only a secondary place in the passage ; as it 
should do, when the true sense is perceived. 

* Even then the water would be literal, and the reference 
would lie made directly to the rite of baptism. 
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The passage refers to baptism. 

Let me now proceed to establish the real sense of 
the phrase. It should be translated — “ The bathing 

OF THE WATER WITH THE WORD.” 

1. Eirst then — It should be rendered— 4 The bathing 
of the water.’ * It has the same sense in the only 
other occurrence in the new Testament : Tit. iii, 5. 
The Greek word for 4 washing ’ is a different one. 
( vvnTuv.) That used by the apostle signifies 4 bathing.’ 
(Xovslv.) As the word 4 bath’ with us has two 
senses — sometimes importing (1) the vessel or room in 
which the bathing takes place ; and sometimes (2) the 
act of bathing, I employ the word 4 bathing’ as the 
true rendering of the Greek word in question. t Jesus 
distinguishes between the two words, 4 wash ’ and 
4 bathe,’ in a passage which is a key to this. 44 He 
that is bathed ( XeXovfievoQ ) needeth not save to wash 
(vnrTf.Lv) his feet John xiii, 10. The neglecting to 
observe this distinction in our Version has clouded the 
sense. 

Where no limit is set to its meaning, to 4 bathe ’ 
intends the immersion of the whole person. 4 Did you 
bathe this morning ? ’ Where bathing is partial, we 
add a word. 4 1 took a foot- bath.’ 44 Whosoever 
toucheth his bed shall wash his clothes, and bathe in 
water . ” Lev. xv. 5 — 8. Every one who ate of a 
creature that had died of itself 44 shall both wash his 
clothes, and bathe in water xvii, 15. Our version 
inserts the word 4 himself’ after 4 bathe’ in these cases; 
but it is quite unnecessary. 

Hence the 4 bathing ’ here is in entire correspondence 
with the word ‘baptism’ (or ‘immersion.’) ‘The bathing 

* Aovrpcv. 

t In the Apocryphal 44 Acts of Thomas,” A ovrpov refers to 
baptism. “Thou hast cleansed them with thy bath:” §25. 
BaAai/eioi/ is the word used by Eusebius to signify the bathing 
room : iii, 28. — Latin, * Balneum 
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of the water ’ is the same as ‘ the immersion in water.* 
“ Go and bathe seven times in Jordan.” “Then went 
he down and dipped seven times in Jordan : ” 2 Kings 
v. (Hebrew.) 

2. 6 The bathing of the water,’ denotes an act once 
accomplished, and no more. Hence, in this same 
Epistle, Paul had mentioned among the means of unity 
which God had devised for the church — ‘ one baptism ’ 
(or 4 immersion.’) 

3. There is another mis-translation in this passage, 
which further misleads the English reader. It occurs in 
the rendering of the past participle. “ That he might 
sanctify and cleanse it.” From this we naturally sup- 
pose that the 4 cleansing ’ comes after the ‘ sanctifying.’ 
But it really precedes it. The sacred writer speaks of 
the cleansing as already accomplished. “ That he 
might sanctify her, having purified her by the laver 
of the water f is Alford’s rendering. “ Having 
cleansed it by the bathing of water in the word,” is 
the American revised translation. 

In this acknowledgment — that the cleansing precedes 
the sanctification — Calvin, Ellicott, Eadie, •lshausen, 
and others join/ 1 ' Thus it answers to the divinely- 
given place of baptism. Baptism is an act which 
follows properly at once upon faith. “ And now why 
tarriest thou ? ” was said to one who had been a 
believer but three days. The total cleansing, then, 
which follows on faith was designed to set forth the 
Saviour’s intent to purify those whom he exalts to glory. 
It is a cleansing presented to the eye of the spectator, 
at once complete ; never more to be repeated. But 
sanctification is a gradual process, only begun with 
faith, and sustained continuously after baptism. 

* If our translators had rendered the Greek of Matthew 
xxviii, 19, as they have translated here, it would have been 
right. “ Go ye, therefore, teach, and baptize .” There it is the 
present participle. But then baptism must only come after 
teaching. And how, then, would infant liaptism be right '( 
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Baptism is a bath designed for all the church, and 
for none hut the Church. Hence it can rightly bt 
administered only to those whose faith shows them tc 
be elect. It is intended for the church as a bod}' 
corporate. It is administered rightly to each individual 
member of it, as soon as he shows himself. It is a 
bathing of the entire man ; because each is altogethei 
sinful, and needs an universal cleansing. Moreover, 
the forgiveness of our God is an universal forgive- 
ness. 

4. It is further to be observed, that baptism is a 
bathing commanded by Christ. For him the church 
is destined. He gave the command for the church’s 
cleansing in the water of baptism, after His resurrec- 
tion : Matt, xxviii, 1 9 ; Mark xvi, 1 6. 

And thus, in this Epistle, the apostle writes, — “ One 
Lord , on q faith, one baptism:” (where ‘faith,’ as is 
usual, precedes ‘ baptism ’) iv, 5. The twelve apostles 
so understood the Lord ; and hence, to Jew, Samaritan, 
and Gentile, they commanded immersion in water. 
Hor was this a rite of Jewish significance alone; Paul 
bore it to the Gentiles ; it was designed for the church, 
which is neither Jewish nor Gentile. 

But further difficulties face us. What means that 
expression — “ by the word ” 1 * And to what does it 
attach itself? 

1. Some would connect “ the word ” with 4 sanctify.’ 
4 That he might sanctify it by the word, having 
cleansed.’ 

But that is forced. The order of the Greek shows, 
that it is naturally to be construed with the two pre- 
vious substantives. As Eadiesays — “The only reason 
for adopting (this expedient) is the confessed difficulty 
of explaining the words in their obvious and natural 
connection.” 

We have some instructive parallels to the phraseology 
here employed taken from this very Epistle. 

# Ev prjfian. 
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(1) Jesus broke down the middle wall of partition, 
“ having abolished in his flesh the enmity, even the law 
of the commandments with ordinances ii, 15. 
Here is the same omission of the second article by our 
translators. I would translate u with ordinances,” 
denoting that beside the moral commands of Moses’ 
law, there were also ceremonial observances added to, 
and completing it. 

(2) At the close of the same chapter is found another 
case. “Ye are being budded together for an habitation 
of God in spirit : ” 21. There is no article here before 
‘ habitation/ because the church was not God’s well- 
known dwelling-place. God’s previous one was the 
material building at Jerusalem. Hence this passage, 
by the force of contrast, beautifully confirms the former. 
The church is a spiritual building, not a material one. 
Thus the words ‘ in spirit ’ are connected with the two 
previous nouns as here, and the phrase comes in to 
qualify and characterize the former description. 

(3) u Circumcision is of the heart, in the spirit, and 
not in the letter” — gives a third instance :t Rom. ii, 29. 
In this case there are no articles ; for the well known 
circumcision of the Jew was the literal one of the 
flesh. Here, too, the words 4 in spirit, and not in 
letter,’ come in to qualify the previous account of the 
circumcision, of which Paul was speaking. 

These parallels will help us in the next difficulty. 
How are we to render the preposition ? The English 
version gives it — ‘ by the word ’ — confirming the idea 
of the English reader, that the Scripture is the instru- 
ment of the cleansing. Yow it is true, that the Greek 
preposition used does often signify the instrument. 
‘He slew with the sword.’ {ev.) But that will not suit 
the present place. For, as has been shown, the water 
cleanses • the word does not. Had ‘ the word ’ been 


# Tov vo)jlov twv evTo\cov ev Zo’yfxaa'i. 
f n ipnofit] Kapfiias ev irvev/uan, ov ypapfiaTt. 
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spoken of as the real instrument, another preposition 
would have been used. (3ia.) 

The phrase is, I doubt not, characteristic. It is of 
the nature of an adverb. The cleansing bath is pri- 
marily of water. But that does not give its whole 
nature. It is a religious bathing, and so is discrimi- 
nated from all other baths, by the words in question. 
Hence, we should render it “ with the word.” 

The bathing in water is primary in point of time ; 
primary in regard of cleansing, and first presented to 
the eye. But the words used in baptism come in also, 
and have their necessary, though secondary place.* In 
baptism the eye is first struck, then the ear . 

This view accounts for the absence in the Greek 
of the article before ‘ the word.' 

Of the present rendering of the preposition ( ev ) by 
“ with” t there are many examples. Take some from 
Matthew v, 13; vii, 2; xx, 15; xxii, 37; xxv, 16; 
xxvi, 52. And some occurrences from our Epistle, i, 3 ; 
iii, 12 ; iv, 19 ; v, 18 ; vi, 2, 15, 16, 18. 

Thus our passage would run parallel with such a 
sentence as this — 4 Dr. Jones recommends to those 
troubled with indigestion, the daily employment of the 

# If any should prefer to take ev as Hn’ local, I would not 
object. Then the formula of words used in baptism and the 
element would be looked on as conjoined ; and the immersion 
would be considered as taking place in them both conjointly. 
It would then be a reference to the Saviour’s command in Mat- 
thew — “Disciple all the Gentiles, immersing them into the 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” 
Here the water is not mentioned, though of course understood. 
But the immersion is said to be into the name of God. On 
this the Spirit’s eye may have glanced. In the words which 
follow is a confirmation of this. “ Teaching them to observe 
all things,” answers to the sanctification of the believer after 
his baptism. 

f Ev. “ It is used to mean what accompanies and charac- 
terizes , where we should say “ with “in the power of ” — ev 
paj35<j>, “ with a rod.” Darby , vol. xiii, 186, 189. 

“ Implying simply contact, close proximity , etc., in, (that 
is, at, on, by, near, with.”) Robinson's Diet, of N. Testament. 
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cold-bath , with friction .’ Here the words ‘ with fric- 
tion ’ belong to the two previous substantives ; and are 
a qualification of ‘ the cold hath.’ Omit ‘ friction/ and 
you have not fully carried out the physician’s pre- 
scription. The hath is the primary, the friction the 
secondary recommendation. You would gather also 
from such a prescription, that the ‘friction’ was to come 
after the ‘ hath.’ 

But what is meant by “ the word ” ? (p^a.) 

1. It does not here signify — ‘the Gospel in general,’ 
or ‘ the Hew Testament considered as God’s revelation.’ 
Then another Greek word would have been used. 
(Aoyog.) 

2. But the word employ edsignifies a specialcommand, 

or saying of God. “ There came a word of God unto 
John, the son of Zacharias, in the wilderness Luke iii, 
2. “ At thy word I will let down the net : ” v, 5. 

Jesus predicts His rejection. “ But they understood 
not this saying “They feared to ask him about this 
saying ix, 45. So Matt, xxvi, 75; Mark ix, 32; 
xiv, 72 ; Luke xviii, 34. 

The Greek word, then, signifies ‘ a saying of GodJ 
as in all cases where Paul uses it. And in this place it 
refers to the baptismal command , and to the formula 
of baptism, or the name of the Father, Son and Spirit, 
into which the believer is immersed. The two are 
closely related. The command to baptize contains the 
formula of baptism ; and so both are embraced by the 
Greek term. (p»/pa.) 

3. In English we are obliged to insert the article 
before “word.” But in the Greek of this place, 
it is not found. Why is it not used? The article 
occurs before ‘the hath,’ and ‘the water,’ why is it 
absent from ‘ the word’? Because the apostle designed 
to make prominent the two first substantives, and to 
make the third subordinate. If ‘ the word of God in 
general’ had been intended, the article would have been 
employed before it, as it is in Acts iv, 31 ; vi, 2, and 
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other places. There also a more common Greek word 
is employed. 

Professor Hodge says : — 

“ Commentators, almost without exception, understand the 
expression in the text to refer to baptism. The great majority 
of them, with Calvin, and others of the Reformers do not even 
discuss the question, or seem to admit any other interpretation 
to be possible. The same view is taken by all the modern 
exegetical writers. This unanimity of opinion is itself almost 
decisive. Nothing short of a stringent necessity can justify 
any one in setting forth an interpretation opposed to this 
common consent of Christians. No such necessity here exists. 
Baptism is a washing with water. It was the washing with 
water with which Paul’s readers, as Christians, were familiar, 
and which could not fail to occur to them as the washing 
intended.” 

Thus, then, each succeeding step of our inquiry has 
confirmed the conclusion, that the Holy Spirit is here 
speaking of the rite of baptism. The more accurate 
the translation, the more clear and certain becomes the 
reference. The presence of the article before the two 
first substantives proves that Paul is treating of some- 
thing well known to his readers — a bath in water, in 
the ordinary sense of the term. 

The universality of the water’s application to the 
person in immersion discovered the Lord’s design 
entirely to cleanse His church. It is a special cleansing, 
the preparation for especial glory : as the priests of old 
were singled out for a special bath, before their entry 
into the Lord’s House. 

The apostle is here hinting at the church's being the 
new Eve, as Jesus is the second Adam. As Eve was 
‘ builded ’ out of a rib taken from Adam’s side, so we 
are “members of Christ’s body, out of his fiesh, and 
out of his bones.” (ek.) After creating Eve, the Lord 
God brought her to the man. Thus Christ “ shall 
himself present to himself the church glorious.” Eve 
needeth no bath, for there was then no uncleanness to 
wash away ; no spot or wrinkle, or any blemish. But 
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the fall has come in. The fall has made necessary the 
universal cleansing. The leper may not come into 
God’s camp without an entire laving of his body. The 
priest "'must first be immersed, ere he can with comfort 
or obedience approach his God. 

This bath, as a religious cleansing, needs to be dis- 
tinguished from all other immersions by the use of the 
Word of God. Without Christ’s command, the bathing 
were no ordinance of His. As Augustine beautifully 
says — “Takeaway ‘th sword] and what differs the water 
from any other water? The word is added to the 
elernenty and a sacred ordinance * is the result ; and 
it is, as it were, a visible word 

How many and important, then, are the aspects of 
the baptism of the believer ! 

(1.) How it presents him as the justified by faith : 
as dead, buried, and risen along with Christ his 
Justifier : Eom. v, vi. 

(2.) How he is seen as cursed by the old husband, 
the Law ; dying to that, that he may belong to 
Christ the risen, and serve Him in a new life under 
grace : Eom. vii. 

(3.) Then it represents to the eye the Spirit’s re- 
generation ; and the believer dies to the flesh, and is 
born out of water, spirit of the Spirit : John iii. 

(4.) To an eye enlightened by the Spirit of God, 
immersion exhibits at once the burial of the guilty 
antediluvian beneath the waters of wrath, and the 
coming forth of the accepted son of Hoah into a new 
world beyond the sweep of judgment : 1 Peter iii. 

(5.) Looked at from another point, the spiritual 
eye beholds in the believer buried beneath the waters, 
the Egyptian of unbelief swallowed up in judgment ; 
and yet the Israelite man of faith, accepted through 
the Lamb’s blood, passing through death and judgment 
into the land of God : Heb. xi ; 1 Cor. 10. 


* Latin, e Sicramentum? 
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(6.) In the same rite he beholds the priests of a 
better birth than of Aaron’s line, consecrated by a 
better blood and a better bath than that of the old 
covenant, coming forth clad in the righteousness pro- 
vided by God, to offer up spiritual sacrifices acceptable 
to God by Jesus Christ : Heb. x. 

(7.) And the present passage discovers to us a new 
aspect. The new Adam has ordained this bath for the 
new Eve. It is a bath designed, not for the world, 
which is still lying in the net of the Wicked One, 
uncleansed, unforgiven of God ; destined, not for the 
Paradise of God, but for the lake of fire. This bath is for 
God’s cleansed ones, destined to live with Christ in the 
new eternal Eden. God’s plan is to set the mark of 
cleanness on that which is really clean. First is to 
come the inward cleansing ; then its outward exhibi- 
tion. Jesus rebukes the Pharisees for their contrary 
conduct. “ W oe unto you Scribes and Pharisees, 
hypocrites ! for ye make clean the outside of the cup 
and of the platter, but within they are full of extortion 
and excess. Thou blind Pharisee, cleanse first the 
inside* of the cup and of the platter, that the outside 
of them may be clean also : ” Matt, xxiii, 25 — 26. 

“Now do ye Pharisees m a ke clean the outside of the 
cup and of the platter, but your inward part is full of 
ravening and wickedness. Ye fools ! did not he that 
made the outside make the inside also ? ” Luke xi, 
39 — 40. God’s plan then is first to cleanse the soul, 

then to apply His cleansing rite to the body. Baptism 
applied to the body, while the soul is uncleansed and 
unforgiven, is contrary to His mind. Bind together the 
sign and the thing signified, and all is well. Use the 
sign where the thing signified is not, and both the giver 
is guilty of falsehood, and the accepter is deceived. 
Blue-lights burnt and minute-guns fired are the signs 
of a ship in distress. But what if the captain fire 

* To €vtos. * That which is within the cup J gives a wrong idea. 


17 


minute-guns and burn blue-lights while all is right 
on board ? Then he is guilty of deceit, and the 
life-boat crew that goes out to aid him has just ground 
of complaint. The green flag is the signal that all 
is right along the railway line. But what if the 
signal-man show it to the express while a train blocks 
up the way 1 Then law holds him responsible for the 
awful crash that ensues ; for the broken carriages, the 
damaged goods, the wounded and killed passengers. 
Now baptism given to the tmbeliever is even such a 
deceit. The giver will be held responsible by God, 
for the effect produced upon the receiver. To set the 
sign of salvation upon him who is going straight to 
perdition is sad guilt. It is often also a too effectual 
sop to the conscience of the receiver. 

But there is another and an opposite fault. There 
may be the neglect or refusal on the part of the 
believer to receive the sign commanded. Strange that 
it should be so ! That any who have the cleansing of 
God, should hesitate to seek and to receive the sign of 
that cleansing! Specially when it is the commanded 
answer to the love of Christ ! Did not he surrender 
Himself to foes, to condemnation, to the torments of 
the cross, the curse of the Law, the wrath of God, the 
bitterness of death ? In return He asks that those 
who belong to Him, His cleansed ones, accept the 
bath of the water together with the words He has 
appointed ! “ If ye love me, keep my commandments ! ” 

Specially, too, when this trifling sacrifice stands 
connected with honour so great, as to be the associate 
of the King of kings, the Son of the Living God ! 
The especial bath is the token of peculiar honour in 
the day to come. 

Will any dare to omit the cleansing appointed by 
Christ, and designed for His glorifying and our joy? 
This act of obedience is not indeed necessary to 
salvation. But it is certain that deliberate disobedience 
to a known command cannot take place without loss 
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and shame in the day of account before Christ. Will 
any tell the Lord of glory to His face, that they con- 
sidered His baptismal command of no importance 1 And 
will He be pleased ? The first Eve broke through the 
Lord’s forbidding. She ate the fruit. Was it of no 
importance to her, and to us? The second Eve is 
tried in like manner by a positive command. Can she 
be disobedient, and yet receive no hurt, either now or 
in the day of reward according to works 1 Are we the 
children of Abraham ? Abraham obeyed the command 
of circumcision the self-same day : Gen. xvii, 23. Are 
we the sons of Abraham spiritually, if we put off 
for years obedience to an easier command ? Faith is 
good ; “ the obedience of faith ” is better still. Dis- 
obedience entailed the loss of Paradise on Eve. 
Disobedience lost Saul the kingdom. Disobedience 
dethroned Vashti, the queen. And of the Pharisees’ 
disobedience to the immersion commanded by John, 
the Spirit says : — “ The Pharisees and lawyers rejected 
the council of God against themselves, being not 
baptized of him : ” Luke vii, 30. Naaman disobedient 
retains his leprosy. Dipped seven times in the Jordan 
he returns cleansed, with skin and with heart like a 
little child’s. He may stand before the prophet of 
God now, and talk with him. The cleansed leper 
after his bath may enter the camp : Lev. xiv, 8. 

Euth, the stranger, after her bath and arraying shall 
be the accepted bride of £oaz : Euth iii, 3. Esther, the 
purified, shall become the queen of the Great King. 
“ And behold I come quickly ; and my reward is 
with me, to give to each as his work shall be : ” 
Eev. xxii, 12. 

Obedience is the path of present blessing, and of 
future joy. 


THE END. 
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